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- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address- 
This application is abandoned in view of: 

1 . E Applicant's failure to timely file a proper reply to the Office letter mailed on 09 October lom 

(a) B A reply was received on 06 May 2004 (with a Certificate of Mailing or Transmission dated >< ) which is after the exoiration 

of the period for reply (including a total extension of time of 5 month(s)) which expired on 09 April 2004 

(b) □ A proposed reply was received on but it does not constitute a proper reply under 37 CFR 1 .1 13 (a) to the final rejection 

(A proper reply under 37 CFR 1 .1 13 to a final rejection consists only of: (1) a timely filed amendment which places the 
appl cat.on in condition for aHowance; (2) a timely filed Notice of Appeal (with appeal fee); or (3) a timely filed Request for 
Continued Examination (RCE) in compliance with 37 CFR 1.1 14). 

(c) □ A reply was received on but it does not constitute a proper reply, or a bona fide attempt at a proper reply to the non- 

final rejection. See 37 CFR 1.85(a) and 1.111. (See explanation in box 7 below). repiy, io me non 

(d) □ No reply has been received. 

2. □ Applicant's failure to timely pay the required issue fee and publication fee, if applicable, within the statutory period of three months 

from the mailing date of the Notice of Allowance (PTOL-85). y P 

(a) □ The ' ee - if applicable, was received on (with a Certificate of Mailing or Transmission dated 

Alio^nct JpTOL -85) Paym6nt ^ ** ^ publication fee > set in ^ Notice of 

(b) □ The submitted fee of $ is insufficient. A balance of $ is due. 

The issue fee required by 37 CFR 1.18 is $ . The publication fee, if required by 37 CFR 1.18(d), is $ 



(c) □ The issue fee and publication fee, if applicable, has not been received. 



3 D ^M^abm^TO-^r^^ C ° rreCted draWin9$ ^ reqUired by ' 3nd WithiP the three - month P eriod ^t in, the Notice of 

(a) □ Proposed corrected drawings were received on _ 

after the expiration of the period for reply. 

(b) □ No corrected drawings have been received. 



. (with a Certificate of Mailing or Transmission dated ), which is 



4 " D t^apSr' 658 aband0 " ment Which is signed by the attorne y or a 9ent of record, the assignee of the entire interest, or all of 

5 D I^Sf ° f G T e rr abandonment which is si 9" ed b y a " attorney or agent (acting in a representative capacity under 37 CFR 

134(a)) upon the filing of a continuing application. 

6 D ir t e h d H CiSi0n b K the B03rd J ° f P A 6nt Appea ' S 3nd lnterference rend ered on and because the period for seeking court review 

of the decision has expired and there are no allowed claims. 

7. £3 The reason(s) below: 
See Continuation Sheet 

John Ruggles 
Examiner, Art Unit 1756 
571-272-1390 

SSSSSt?' or requests 10 wilhdraw the holdin9 of abandonment under 37 CFR 1 181 • should be « fited to 
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Item 7 - Other reasons for holding abandonment: On 4/14/04, the Examiner contacted Applicants' representative, Winston Hsu, since no 
response had been received more than 6 months after a notice of non-compliance was mailed on 10/9/03. Winston Hsu stated that the 
10/9/03 Office action had not been received and requested that an unofficial copy be faxed to him for response. This fax was sent on or 
about 4/14/04. Applicants were also informed of their burden to comply with MPEP 71 1 .03 C II, requiring specific evidence to show non- 
receipt of the 10/9/03 Office action, in order to avoid a holding of abandonment. The interview summary mailed on 4/16/04 to Applicants 
clearly set forth this latter requirement, but Applicants' submission filed on 5/6/04 (1) is untimely in response to the 10/903 Office action and 
(2) is non-responsive to the 4/16/04 interview summary as not providing any evidence in compliance with MPEP 711.03 C II showing non- 
receipt of the 10/9/03 Office action. Therefore, this application is now held to be ABANDONED. 



John Ruggles 
Examiner, Art Unit 1756 
571-272-1390 
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